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DETAILED ACTION 

1 . This action is responsive to applicant's amendment dated 7/24/2008. 

2. Claims 3-7 and 10-14 are pending in the case. 

3. Claims 1, 2, 8, 9 and 15-21 are cancelled. 

4. Claims 3, 4, 6, 7, 1 0, 1 1 , 1 3 and 1 4 are independent claims. 

Applicant's Response 

5. In Applicant's response dated 7/24/2008, applicant has amended the following: 
a) Claims 3, 4,6, 7, 10, 11, 13 and 14 

Based on Applicant's amendments and remarks, the following objections and 
rejections previously set forth in Office Action dated 4/24/2008 are withdrawn: 

a) Objections to claims 1, 4, 6, 7, 10, 11, 13 and 14 

b) 35 U.S.C. 101 Rejection to claims 10-14 



Claim Rejections - 35 USC §112 
The following is a quotation of the first paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 1 1 2: 

The specification sliall contain a written description of tlie invention, and of tlie manner and process of 
malting and using it, in sucli full, clear, concise, and exact terms as to enable any person skilled in the 
art to which it pertains, or with which it is most nearly connected, to make and use the same and shall 
set forth the best mode contemplated by the inventor of carrying out his invention. 

Claims 3-7 and 10-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, first paragraph, as 
failing to comply with the written description requirement. The claim(s) contains 
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subject matter, which was not described in the specification in such a way as to 
reasonably convey to one sitilled in the relevant art that the inventor(s), at the 
time the application was filed, had possession of the claimed invention. 

Claims 3, 4, 6, 7, 10, 11, 13 and 14 recite: "a visual form on the computer 
comprising a hierarchical tree representation of the Sheet Sets that shows different 
nodes for the Sheet Sets ". 

There is no mention of the newly amended limitation in the original Specification. 
Thus, the limitations include subject matter that was not described in the original 
Specification. 

If the examiner has overlooked the portion of the original Specification that 
describes this feature of the present invention, then Applicant should point it out (by 
page number and line number) in the response to this Office Action. 

Applicant may obviate this rejection by canceling the claims. 

Dependent claims 5 and 12 are rejected for fully incorporating the deficiencies of 
their respective base claims. 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

6. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S.C. 1 02 that 
form the basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 
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(b) the invention was patented or described in a printed publication in this or a foreign country or in public 
use or on sale in this country, more than one year prior to the date of application for patent in the United 
States. 

7. Claims 3-7 and 10-14 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(b) as being 
anticipated by Bonney et al. (hereinafter "Bonney"), U.S. Patent No. 6,466,953 B1. 

Claim 3: 

Bonney teaches a graphic program such as a computer aided design application 
program (see abstract), (claim 3; i.e., performing one or more functions of a Sheet 
Set Manager in the graphics program) Examiner interprets the computer aided 
design application program to be capable of functioning as a Sheet Set Manager (see 
abstract). 

Bonney teaches "Drawings, in general, may include many details oftlie models 
sucli as, but not limited, alternate views, section views, detail views of certain aspects of 
eac/7 oftlie models" {see col. 1 lines 26-30). (claim 3; i.e., wherein the Sheet Set 
Manager manages one or more Sheet Sets, Subsets of Sheets and Sheets, each 
of the Sheet Sets comprises a collection of the Subsets and the Sheets, each of 
the Subsets comprises a collection of the Sheets, and each of the Sheets 
comprises a drawing, layout or view) Examiner considers the drawings to be a set of 
drawing sheets and the section views to be subsets of the sheets. 

Bonney teaches "where the graphical icons are interrelated to one another 
representing a hierarchical relationship among multiple objects of one or more sheets, 
and the sheets are included within a drawing by a computer aided design (CAD) 
application program" (see abstract), (claim 3; i.e., wherein the Sheet Set Manager 
displays a window that presents a logical structure for the Sheet Sets, the 
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Subsets and the Sheets, in a visual form on the computer comprising a 
hierarchical tree representation, of the Sheet Sets that shows different nodes for 
the Sheet Sets, the Subsets and the Sheets contained within the Sheet Sets, as 
well as the Sheets contained within the Subsets;) 

Bonney's Figure 5 illustrates a window that presents a logical structure for a 
particular sheet set (e.g., Mountain Bike). The Mountain Bike sheet set contains subsets 
(e.g.. Frame, Forks, seat, handle bar, wheels). The Mountain Bike sheet set also 
contains sheets (e.g., pedals, saddle, shifters). Although, Figure 5 only shows one 
particular sheet set. Bonney's Figure 2 clearly shows multiple sheet sets being 
displayed in hierarchical tree representation (i.e., 200, 206 and 214 are the root nodes 
for their corresponding sheet set.). Furthermore, reference numbers 200, 206 and 214 
of Figure 2 are different root nodes representing different sheet sets. 

Bonney teaches a CAD application displayed as a window including a title block 
for displaying a "page-by-page" summary of the Sheet Set, the Subsets contained within 
the Sheet Sets, and the Sheets contained within the Sheet Sets and the Subsets of the 
Sheets Sets, (claim 3; i.e., and wherein the Sheet Set Manager is displayed as a 
window that includes a "Sheet List" function for displaying a page-by-page 
summary of the Sheet Set, the Subsets contained within the Sheet Sets, and the 
Sheets contained within the Sheet Sets and the Subsets.) 

Examiner interprets the Title block 410 as taught by Bonney to anticipate a 
"Sheet List" function for displaying a "page-by-page" summary because the title block 
contains "page-by-page" summary information within the drawing sheet order field 610 
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and WHERE USED field 615 of the Title block (see Figure 7B). Examiner notes that a 
summary of a sheet within the Sheet set is also a summary of the Sheet set because 
the Sheet set contains the sheet. Therefore, a summary of a sheet is equivalent to a 
summary of a subset and a summary of a Sheet Set because both subset and sheet set 
comprises of sheets. 

Claim 4: 

Bonney teaches a graphic program such as a computer aided design application 
program (see abstract), (claim 4; i.e., performing one or more functions of a Sheet 
Set Manager in the graphics program) Examiner interprets the computer aided 
design application program to be capable of functioning as a Sheet Set Manager (see 
abstract). 

Bonney teaches "Drawings, in general, may include many details of the models 
such as, but not limited, alternate views, section views, detail views of certain aspects of 
each of the models" {see col. 1 lines 26-30). (claim 4; i.e., wherein the Sheet Set 
Manager manages one or more Sheet Sets, Subsets of Sheets and Sheets, each 
of the Sheet Sets comprises a collection of the Subsets and the Sheets, each of 
the Subsets comprises a collection of the Sheets, and each of the Sheets 
comprises a drawing, layout or view) Examiner considers the drawings to be a set of 
drawing sheets and the section views to be subsets of the sheets. 

Bonney teaches "where the graphical icons are interrelated to one another 
representing a hierarchical relationship among multiple objects of one or more sheets, 
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and the sheets are included within a drawing by a computer aided design (CAD) 
application program" (abstract), (claim 4; i.e., wherein the Sheet Set l\/lanager 
displays a window that presents a logical structure for the Sheet Sets, the 
Subsets, and the Sheets, in visual form on the computer comprising a 
hierarchical tree representation of the Sheet Sets that shows the Subsets and the 
Sheets contained within the Sheet Sets, as well as the Sheets contained within 
the Subsets;) 

Bonney's Figure 5 illustrates a window that presents a logical structure for a 
particular sheet set (e.g., Mountain Bike). The Mountain Bike sheet set contains subsets 
(e.g.. Frame, Forks, seat, handle bar, wheels). The Mountain Bike sheet set also 
contains sheets (e.g., pedals, saddle, shifters). Although, Figure 5 only shows one 
particular sheet set. Bonney's Figure 2 clearly shows multiple sheet sets being 
displayed in hierarchical tree representation (i.e., 200, 206 and 214 are the root nodes 
for their corresponding sheet set.). Furthermore, reference numbers 200, 206 and 214 
of Figure 2 are different root nodes representing different sheet sets. 

Bonney teaches a CAD application displayed as a window including a 
hierarchical relationship amongst graphical icons that represents drawing sheets, (claim 
4; i.e., wherein the Sheet Set Manager is displayed as a window that includes a 
"View List" function for managing views of the Sheets in the Subsets and the 
Sheet Sets.) Examiner interprets the displayed hierarchical relationship of the sheets 
as taught by Bonney to anticipate a "View List" function managing views of the Sheets 
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in the Subsets and the Slieet Sets because the sheets are capable of representing 
section views of the drawings (see col. 1 lines 26-30, col. 4 lines 41-49, Figures 2 and 
5). 



Claim 5: 

Bonney teaches "Designer proceeds to create drawing defining the design. 
Because these designs may be defined using geometric models etc. . .Drawings may 
include many details of the models such as altemative views, sections, detail views of 
certain aspects of each of the models" {see col.1 lines 17-30). (claim 5; i.e., wherein 
the Views are defined regions within the Sheets.) Examiner considers the detailed 
views to be defined geometric regions of the drawing sheets. 



Claim 6: 

Bonney teaches a graphic program such as a computer aided design application 
program (see abstract), (claim 6; i.e., performing one or more functions of a Sheet 
Set Manager in the graphics program) Examiner interprets the computer aided 
design application program to be capable of functioning as a Sheet Set Manager (see 

abstract). 

Bonney teaches "Drawings, in general, may include many details of the models 
such as, but not limited, alternate views, section views, detail views of certain aspects of 
each of the models" {see col. 1 lines 26-30). (claim 6; i.e., wherein the Sheet Set 
Manager manages one or more Sheet Sets, Subsets of Sheets and Sheets, each 
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of the Sheet Sets comprises a collection of the Subsets and the Sheets, each of 
the Subsets comprises a collection of the Sheets, and each of the Sheets 
comprises a drawing, layout or view) Examiner considers the drawings to be a set of 
drawing sheets and the section views to be subsets of the sheets. 

Bonney teaches "where the graphical icons are interrelated to one another 
representing a hierarchical relationship among multiple objects of one or more sheets, 
and the sheets are included within a drawing by a computer aided design (CAD) 
application program" (abstract), (claim 6; i.e., wherein the Sheet Set Manager 
displays a window that presents a logical structure for the Sheet Sets, Subsets 
and the Sheets, in a visual form on the computer comprising a hierarchical tree 
representation of the Sheet Sets that shows different nodes for the Sheet Sets, 
the Subsets and the Sheets contained within the Sheet Sets as well as the Sheets 
contained within the Subsets;) 

Bonney's Figure 5 illustrates a window that presents a logical structure for a 
particular sheet set (e.g., Mountain Bike). The Mountain Bike sheet set contains subsets 
(e.g.. Frame, Forks, Seat, Handle bar. Wheels). The Mountain Bike sheet set also 
contains sheets (e.g., pedals, saddle, shifters). Although, Figure 5 only shows one 
particular sheet set. Bonney's Figure 2 clearly shows multiple sheet sets being 
displayed in hierarchical tree representation (i.e., 200, 206 and 214 are the root nodes 
for their corresponding sheet set.). Furthermore, reference numbers 200, 206 and 214 
of Figure 2 are different root nodes representing different sheet sets. 



Application/Control Number: 10/800,877 Page 10 

Art Unit: 2176 

Bonney teaches "It is important to note that sheets may be moved between files. 
For example, the sheets represented by icons 310, 320 and 330 may originally have 
been stored in a file while the sheet represented by icon 330 may have been stored in a 
separate file. After the user drags icon 330 to icon 310, the sheet represented by icon 
330 is moved to the file containing the four sheets represented by icons 310, 320 and 
330. Thus, a user may move sheets between files graphically" {see col. 6 lines 13-20). 
(claim 6; i.e., wherein the Sheet Set IVIanager is displayed as a window that 
includes a "Resource Drawings" function for accessing files underlying the 
Sheets in the Subsets and the Sheet Sets.) Examiner interprets moving sheets 
between files to anticipate the recited "Resource Drawings" function because moving 
the sheets as taught by Bonney involves accessing the underlying files of the Sheets in 
the Subsets and the Sheet Sets. 

Claim 7: 

Bonney teaches a graphic program such as a computer aided design application 
program (see abstract), (claim 7; i.e., performing one or more functions of a Sheet 
Set Manager in the graphics program) Examiner interprets the computer aided 
design application program to be capable of functioning as a Sheet Set Manager (see 
abstract). 

Bonney teaches "Drawings, in general, may include many details of the models 
such as, but not limited, alternate views, section views, detail views of certain aspects of 
each of the models" {see col. 1 lines 26-30). (claim 7; i.e., wherein the Sheet Set 
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Manager manages one or more Sheet Sets, Subsets of Sheets and Sheets, each 
of the Sheet Sets comprises a collection of the Subsets, each of the Subsets 
comprises a collection of the Sheets, and each of the Sheets comprises a 
drawing, layout or view) Examiner considers the drawings to be a set of drawing 
sheets and the section views to be subsets of the sheets. 

Bonney teaches "where the graphical icons are interrelated to one another 
representing a hierarchical relationship among multiple objects of one or more sheets, 
and the sheets are included within a drawing by a computer aided design (CAD) 
application program" {abstract), (claim 7; i.e., wherein the Sheet Set Manager 
displays a window that presents a logical structure for the Sheet Sets, the 
Subsets, and the Sheets, in a visual form on the computer comprising a 
hierarchical tree representation of the Sheet Sets that shows different nodes for 
the Sheet Sets, the Subsets and the Sheets contained within the Sheet Sets, as 
well as the Sheets contained within the Subsets;) 

Bonney's Figure 5 illustrates a window that presents a logical structure for a 
particular sheet set (e.g., Mountain Bike). The Mountain Bike sheet set contains subsets 
(e.g., Frame, Forks, seat, handle bar, wheels). The Mountain Bike sheet set also 
contains sheets (e.g., pedals, saddle, shifters). Although, Figure 5 only shows one 
particular sheet set. Bonney's Figure 2 clearly shows multiple sheet sets being 
displayed in hierarchical tree representation (i.e., 200, 206 and 214 are the root nodes 
for their corresponding sheet set.). Furthermore, reference numbers 200, 206 and 214 
of Figure 2 are different root nodes representing different sheet sets. 
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Bonney teaches a CAD application that provides a function for displaying the 
Sheet Sets, Subsets of the Sheet Sets and Sheets as an organized collection of 
graphical thumbnail properties (see Figures 2 and 5). (claim 7; i.e., wherein the Sheet 
Set Manager provides a function for displaying the Sheet Sets, Subsets of the 
Sheet Sets and Sheets as an organized collection of graphical thumbnail 
previews or properties.) Examiner interprets the graphical icons with corresponding 
titles of the sheets to anticipate "graphical thumbnail properties" because the titles 
describe a quality or trait belonging to the corresponding individual sheet. 

Claim 10-14: 

Claims 10, 11, 12, 13 and 14 are apparatus claims and are substantially 

encompassed in method claims 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 respectively; therefore the apparatus 
claims are rejected under the same rationale as method claims 3, 4, 5, 6 and 7 above. 

Response to Arguments 

8. Applicant's arguments filed 7/24/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

Prior Art Rejections 
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1 . Applicant argues that Bonnev does not describe a Sheet Set Manager 
that manages Sheet Sets. Subsets of Sheets and Sheets. 

Instead, the hierarchical relationship shown in Figure 2 of Bonney refers only to 
relationships between sheets, i.e., each icon 200-218 in Fig. 2 is a sheet. For example, 
icons 200, 206 and 214 are merely sheets. There is no way to interpret Fig. 2 of Bonney 
as showing Sheet Sets containing both Subsets and Sheets, or Subsets containing 
Sheets, except by ignoring the definition of those terms. Certainly, Bonney itself never 
refers to Sheet Sets, Subsets, and Sheets, as those terms are defined in Applicants' 
claims and specification, (see Response pgs. 9-11) 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

The claims recite a Sheet Set comprising a collection of Subsets and Sheets, 
each Subset comprises a collection of sheets. 

Bonney's Figure 5 illustrates a window that presents a logical structure for a 
particular sheet set (e.g.. Mountain Bike). The Mountain Bike sheet set comprises a 
collection of subsets (e.g., Frame, Forks, Seat, Handle bar, Wheels). Each subset 
comprises a collection of sheets (e.g. Wheels is a subset which comprises titanium 
spokes sheet and off road tires sheet). The Mountain Bike sheet set also comprises a 
collection of sheets (e.g., pedals, saddle, shifters). 

Although, Figure 5 only shows one particular sheet set. Bonney's Figure 2 clearly 
shows multiple sheet sets being displayed in hierarchical tree representation (i.e., 200, 
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206 and 214 are the root nodes for their corresponding sheet set.). Furthermore, 
reference numbers 200, 206 and 214 of Figure 2 are different root nodes representing 
different sheet sets. 

Therefore, Bonney does teach or suggest displaying Sheet Sets, Subsets, and 
Sheets as recited in the claims. 

2. Applicant argues that Bonnev does not describe a "Sheet List" function 
as recited in independent claims 3 and 10. 

Instead, Bonney merely describes fields that are stored by the system in Bonney 
(see Response pgs. 11-14). 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

As an initial matter. Applicant's arguments fail to comply with 37 CFR 1 .1 1 1 (b) 
because they amount to a general allegation that the claims define a patentable 
invention without specifically pointing out how the language of the claims patentably 
distinguishes them from the references. 

Examiner interprets the Title block 410 as taught by Bonney to anticipate a 
"Sheet List" function for displaying a "page-by-page" summary because the title block 
contains "page-by-page" summary information within the drawing sheet order field 610 
and WHERE USED field 615 of the Title block (see Figure 7B). Examiner notes that a 
summary of a sheet within the Sheet set is also a summary of the Sheet set because 
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the Sheet set contains the sheet. Therefore, a summary of a sheet is equivalent to a 
summary of a subset and a summary of a Sheet Set because both subset and sheet set 
comprises of sheets. Thus, Bonney does suggest or teach a "Sheet List" function as 
recited in the claims. 

Applicant again argues that Bonney does not show Sheet Sets containing both 
Subsets and Sheets, or Subsets containing Sheets (see Response p. 14). 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

Applicant arguments are substantially encompassed in the first set of arguments 
above, therefore examiner responds with the corresponding opposing rationale as 
stated above. 

3. Applicant argues that Bonnev does not describe a "View List" function 
as recited in independent claims 4 and 11. 

Bonney does not describe a Sheet Set Manager that is displayed as a window 
that includes a "View List" function for managing views of the Sheets in the Subsets and 
the Sheet Sets (see Response pgs. 14-15). 



Examiner respectfully disagrees. 
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As an initial matter, Applicant's arguments fail to comply with 37 CFR 1 .1 1 1 (b) 
because they amount to a general allegation that the claims define a patentable 
invention without specifically pointing out how the language of the claims patentably 
distinguishes them from the references. 

Bonney teaches a CAD application displayed as a window including a 
hierarchical representation amongst graphical icons that represents drawing sheets. For 
example, Bonney's Figure 5 illustrates a window that presents a logical structure for a 
particular sheet set (e.g., Mountain Bike). The Mountain Bike sheet set comprises a 
collection of subsets (e.g.. Frame, Forks, Seat, Handle bar. Wheels). Each subset 
comprises a collection of sheets (e.g. Wheels is a subset which comprises titanium 
spokes sheet and off road tires sheet). The Mountain Bike sheet set also comprises a 
collection of sheets (e.g., pedals, saddle, shifters). 

Examiner interprets the displayed sheets as taught by Bonney to anticipate a 
"View List" function managing views of the Sheets in the Subsets and the Sheet Sets 
because the sheets are capable of representing section views of the drawings (see col. 
1 lines 26-30, col. 4 lines 41-49, Figures 2 and 5). Therefore, Bonney does teach or 
suggest a Sheet Set Manager that is displayed as a window that includes a "View List" 
function for managing views of the Sheets in the Subsets and the Sheet Sets as recited 
in the claims. 
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Applicant again argues that Bonney does not sliow Slieet Sets containing botli 
Subsets and Sheets, or Subsets containing Sheets (see Response p. 1 5). 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

Applicant arguments are substantially encompassed in the first set of arguments 
above, therefore examiner responds with the corresponding opposing rationale as 
stated above. 



4. Applicant argues that Bonnev does not describe a "Resource Drawings" 
tab as recited in independent claims 6 and 13 (See Response pgs. 15-16). 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

As an initial matter. Applicant's arguments fail to comply with 37 CFR 1 .1 1 1 (b) 
because they amount to a general allegation that the claims define a patentable 
invention without specifically pointing out how the language of the claims patentably 
distinguishes them from the references. 

Furthermore, in response to applicant's argument that the references fail to show 
certain features of applicant's invention, it is noted that the features upon which 
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applicant relies (i.e., "Resource drawings" tab) is not recited in the rejected clainn(s). 
Although the claims are interpreted in light of the specification, limitations from the 
specification are not read into the claims. See In re Van Geuns, 988 F.2d 1 181 , 26 
USPQ2d 1057 (Fed. Cir. 1993). 

Applicant again argues that Bonney does not Sheet Sets, Subsets, and Sheets 
(see Response p. 16). 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

Applicant arguments are substantially encompassed in the first set of arguments 
above, therefore examiner responds with the corresponding opposing rationale as 
stated above. 

5. Applicant argues that Bonnev does not describe allowing the viewing of 
Sheet Sets. Subsets, and Sheets as an organized collection of graphical 
thumbnail previews or properties as recited in independent claims 7 and 14. 

Specifically, Fig. 5 of Bonney only includes titles for the respective sheets, but 
not graphical thumbnail previews or properties, as those terms are understood in the 
art, namely a small-size graphical representation of the underlying drawing (see 
Response pgs. 16-17) 
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Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

Bonney teaches a CAD application that provides a function for displaying the 
Sheet Sets, Subsets of the Sheet Sets and Sheets as an organized collection of 
graphical thumbnail properties (see Figures 2 and 5). (claim 7; i.e., wherein the Sheet 
Set IVIanager provides a function for displaying the Sheet Sets, Subsets of the 
Sheet Sets and Sheets as an organized collection of graphical thumbnail 
previews or properties.) Examiner interprets the graphical icons with corresponding 
titles of the sheets to anticipate "graphical thumbnail properties" because the titles 
describe a quality or trait belonging to the corresponding individual sheet. 

Examiner specifically disagrees with Applicant's assertion that both thumbnail 
previews and properties are both understood in the art, namely as a small-size 
graphical representation of the underlying drawing. Instead, such assertion would only 
apply to a thumbnail preview. However, Examiner is not relying on Bonney to teach a 
thumbnail preview, but thumbnail properties. Examiner submits that a title is a property 
of a sheet. Figure 5 of Bonney teaches thumbnail (i.e., small-size) icons with titles. 
Therefore, Bonney does teach or suggest displaying Sheet Sets, Subset of the Sheet 
Sets and Sheets as an organized collection of graphical thumbnail properties as recited 
in the claims. 
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Applicant again argues that Bonney does not Sheet Sets, Subsets, and Sheets 
(see Response p. 17). 

Examiner respectfully disagrees. 

Applicant arguments are substantially encompassed in the first set of arguments 
above, therefore examiner responds with the corresponding opposing rationale as 
stated above. 

For the foregoing reasons explained above, Examiner maintains all Prior Art 
Rejections. 

Conclusion 

THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. Applicant is reminded of the extension of time 
policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1 .136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS from the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within 
TWO MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not 
mailed until after the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the 
shortened statutory period will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any 
extension fee pursuant to 37 CFR 1 .136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of 
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the advisory action. In no event, liowever, will the statutory period for reply expire later 
than SIX MONTHS from the mailing date of this final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Henry Orr whose telephone number is (571) 270 1308. 
The examiner can normally be reached on Monday thru Friday 8 to 4. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Doug Hutton can be reached on (571) 272-4137. The fax phone number for 
the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 

Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

HO 

10/1/2008 



/Rachna S Desai/ 
Primary Examiner, Art Unit 2176 



